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the experiment 
that failed 
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Humbug reigns 


As predictable as the outbreak of riot- 
ing that swept the country last month was 
the reaction to it by Britain’s Liberal Estab- 
lishment, the coalition of the majority of 
MPs of all parties and their allies of broad- 
casting and press. 

Out of the 635 members of Parliament, 
very few — and only one with any real 
force — dissented from the wet, soggy con- 
sensus that unemployment was the cause of 
the trouble and spending money was the 
answer to it. Indeed, in respect of the 
latter Britain’s professional rioters seem to 
have instituted a kind of modern version of 
the Danegeld. Riot, loot and burn and you 
can be sure that the powers that be will 
pay you not to riot, loot and burn again. 
Or should we use more up-to-date termin- 
ology and just refer to it as a protection 
racket? Whatever the name of the game, 
it is quite clear that the game itself is en- 
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dorsed by the overwhelming majority of 
those who control Britain’s affairs. 

The one prominent and forceful dissen- 
ter from this consensus in the House of 
Commons was of course Mr. Enoch Powell. 
For rejecting the facile ‘unemployment’ 
theory and daring to suggest that the riots 
could have something to do with race, Mr. 
Powell provoked in the nation’s senior deb- 
ating chamber an_outburst of angry noise 
akin to that which would greet an outbreak 
of fire at London Zoo. At one moment 
he was almost physically threatened by 
other meinbers of the House; throughout he 
was the target of verbal abuse that went 
well over the borderline of the hysterical. 

As part of the pattern of predictability, 
Britain’s politicians and newsmakers quickly 
went about the job of playing down on the 
racial aspect of the rioting — a job in 
which they were energetically assisted by a 
number of chief constables. As the news 
bulletins came over the air, references to 
the rioters regularly included the words 
‘Black and White’. Of course such words 
are open to a wide interpretation. Rioters 
of whom 95 per-cent were Black and 5 per- 
cent were White can quite truthfully be 
referred to as ‘Black and White’ — and who 
can argue? If you control the mass media 
there is almost no limit to what you can do 
with words. 

That there should have been some 
Whites present at the scenes of the rioting 
should cause no surprise. It has been abun- 
dantly clear from the outset that the riots 
were not spontaneous outbursts but were 
politically planned and directed — as in- 
deed nearly all riots are. Probably the 
main proportion of those who did the plan- 
ning and directing were White, but this is 
to evade the main issue, which is that these 
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TWO FACES OF RIOTING BRITAIN 
Above: berserk rage from a Brixton Black. 
Below: pious impotence from the Home 
Secretary. 


subversive elements realise full well that in . 
Britain's ill-fitting and embittered Black 
and Asian communities they have combust- 
ible material for their revolutionary designs 
which never existed before these commun- 
ities were present in the country. 

Not that all the Whites involved were 
politically motivated. In most of the city 
areas concerned there is a genetically in- 
ferior element among the British population 
that is liable to take advantage of a break- 
down in law and order to vent its frustrat- 
ions and help itself to the contents of shat- 
tered shop windows. 

This all having been said, there is no 
doubt, both from slanted media reports and 
from our own independent sources of infor- 
mation in the troublespots, that coloured 
immigrants and their offspring made up the 
overwhelming majority of the rioters. The 
disturbances were racial, whatever may 
have been claimed to the contrary. 

Police chiefs of course have their own 
reasons for making such contrary claims. 
They have the job of clearing up the mess 
afterwards and re-establishing the rule of 
law in their disrupted localities. They need 
all the co-operation they can get in this 
task, and among those from whom they 
seek this co-operation are people liable to 
erupt into anger at any suggestion that the 
disorder has racial roots. These policemen, 
placed as they are in the unfortunate posit- 


ion of having to enforce the law in a failed 
multi-racial society that was not of their 
making, are obliged, unhappily, to “play 
politics’, and that means appeasing col- 
oured community leaders, ‘race industry’ 
operatives, social workers and all the rest 
of the fungus growth of busibodies that now 
clogs the inner-city areas of Britain. While 
we should sympathise with their plight, we 
should not take too seriously what they say. 
In multi-racial Britain, falsehood, half- 
truth, evasion and humbug are the stock- 
in-trade of career survival. 

As we now go to print, the riots are 
only of recent occurrence, and the litany 
of liberal-leftist agonising and hand-wring- 
ing over them has only just begun. We can 
expect that in the months, indeed years, to 
come they will give birth to an effer- 
vescence of legend and mythology almost 
on the scale of the ‘Holocaust. Of the 
rioting itself, Mr. Enoch Powell has said: 
“You have seen nothing yet!” Of the clap- 


trap that has so far been spoken and written - 


about it, we might say: “You have heard 
nothing yet!” In the art of inanity just 
about anything is possible as we all settle 
down to listen to what the architects of the 
multi-racial society have to say about the 
latest little hitch in the workings of their 
treasured creation. 


Inquisition 87 


In West Germany a long and drawn out 
trial has just ended with the conviction of 
several former guards of the Maidanek con- 
centration camp for ‘war crimes’. One of 
them, a 61 year-old woman extradited 
from the United States, received a life- 
sentence; the others were given sentences 
ranging from 3 to 12 years imprisonment. 

Immediately the sentences were ann- 
ounced, an almighty scream went up from 
West Germany's Jewish community that 
they were inadequate. 

Thereupon Chancellor Helmut Schmidt 
got in his piece by telling a Jewish aud- 
ience in Bonn that he understood the anger 
which had greeted the sentences. “It was 
regrettable, he said, “that after such a 
long time our courts can only do So pain- 
fully little for punishment. 

In fact, considering that throughout the 
trial the evidence of the prosecution wit- 
nesses was found continually to be contra- 
dictory, the sentences are almost unbeliev- 
ably harsh. 

As for Schmidt, what a loathsome little 
truckler he is — and how unfit to wear the 
shoes into which he has stepped! 


Not another initiative! 


The Government, having seemingly 
learned not a thing from history, whether 
distant or recent, is in the process of laun- 


ching yet another ‘initiative’ in Northern 
Ireland! 

Ulster Secretary Humphrey Atkins ann- 
ounced last month that the Government 
intends to set up an ‘advisory council’ 
drawn from elected politicians in the prov- 
imce. He said that the council would have 
no executive power but it was hoped that it 
would ‘propose’ a workable system for the 
devolved government of the province which 
will be acceptable to all parts of the com- 
munity. 

In fact this council will achieve absol- 
utely nothing and will become just another 
big waffling shop, wasting everyone’s time 
and a great deal of public money as well. 

When will the Government learn that 
there is no system of government for Nor- 
thern Ireland, devolved or otherwise, that 
will ever be acceptable to all parts of the 
community? When will it learn that the 
issues dividing that community simply are 
not capable of solution by any consensus or 
compromise? When will it learn that the 


aspirations of one part of that community 


are utterly and permanently incompatible 
with those of the other? 

The issue in Northern Ireland remains 
what it always has been: will Britain stand 
by and protect her own or will she abandon 
them? Is the Government on the side of its 
own loyal people or is it on the side of 
their enemies? If the former, then the 
Government simply has to stay and fight, 
and ensure that superior will and superior 
force prevail in a conflict which is totally 
insoluble by any other means. 


lrish forever 


We have heard an awful lot of noise 
recently from America’s Irish community 
about Britain’s actions in Ulster. First, a 
loutish demo against Prince Charles on the 
occasion of his visit to the United States; 
then the announcement of the formation of 
an ‘Irish American Labour Coalition’. 

The aim of this organisation will be to 
co-ordinate the American labour move- 
ment’s policies and actions.on questions 
affecting the Irish. 

Isn’t it wonderful how concerned about 
Ireland are Americans of Irish descent, in- 
cluding many whose ancestors left the 
Emerald Isle many generations ago. While 
it is imitating to us, one has to admire 
these people’s tribal solidarity with their 
kinfolk back in the old country. 

Other American ‘ethnics’ have the 
same attitude. The Chinese Americans 
remain Chinese, the Greek Americans 
remain Greek, the Polish Americans rem - 
ain Polish. Above all, the Jewish Ameri- 
cans remain Jewish, and put Israel before 
all else. 

One community in America is for the 
most part indifferent to its ancestral roots 


and has no kind of organisation or ‘lobby’ 
for the defence of its ethnic interests. This 
is the 70-80 million population of America 
that is of British descent. These people are 
not ‘British Americans’ but just ‘Americ- 
ans’. 

Practically every nation in the world, 
when part of its people leave their ancest- 
ral motherland and migrate overseas, ret- 
ains a strong link between those who mig- 
rate and those who stay at home — with the 
former still asserting their identity in terms 
of their original nationality. 

But the British, when they leave Britain 
and settle overseas, simply assume a new 
‘nationality’ based on the country in which 
they settle and quickly leave their British- 
ness behind. 

This is just one of the reasons why today 
the Anglo-Saxons are such an easy race to 
kick around. 


Why not self-help? 


A factory in Bridgnorth, Shropshire, has 
recently come under the ownership of a 
Taiwanese firm and is experiencing an 
entirely new regime in the way of work 
discipline. 

Teabreaks have been cut from 15 to 10 
minutes in both the morning and afternoon. 
Drinks and snacks on production lines have 
been stopped and all coffee and tea vend- 
ing machines have been removed from 
work areas. 

Late arrivals at work and early depart- 
ures will be dealt with under disciplinary 
measures, which could extend to dismissal. 
At the very least, they will involve loss of 
pay. 

Said the assembly shop manager: “The 
Taiwanese came in and we are now trying 
to make something of the place. There had 
been a great deal of slackness... We have 
to learn to put in a good day’s work for a 
good day's pay.” 

One cannot disagree with this latter 
sentiment, but what a commentary on the 
state of Britain when it requires a take-over 
of a British factory by Chinamen for a sys- 
tem of proper work discipline to be institu- 
ted! Cannot we British put our own indust- 
rial house in order without needing orien- 
tals to come in and do it for us? 


Peace man 


Father Joseph Daley, a Catholic priest, 
took to the streets in Toxteth, Liverpool, 
during the rioting on a mission of multi- 
racial peace and brotherhood. 

A few days later 4 Black youths knocked 
at his door in Kingsley Road, Toxteth, and 
when he answered punched him in the face 
and stole £3 off him and took his watch. 

It couldn’t have happened to a better 
fellow! 
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IT CAME as no surprise when, in the after- 
math of the rioting in London, Liverpool 
and Manchester last month, police spokes- 
men announced that they had evidence of 
political organisation and planning behind 
the disorder. This was glaringly obvious from 
the start to any politically literate observer. 
When it became established that extreme 
left-wing groups had been found in the riot 
areas, this only underlined what had been 
obvious from the beginning: that the violence 
had been promoted for a political aim. 

It is in the light of this knowledge that 
we must now ask a question which a few 
years ago would have been dismissed as 
absurd but now can no longer be so: is 
Britain in danger of red revolution? 

Before we attempt to answer this 
question, let us first consider what are the 
essential elements in a country making for a 
revolutionary situation. From abundant 
historical examples, we can list these as 
follows:— 


(a) The economy in decline, with rising 
unemployment and economic discontent 
and, as a result, large numbers of people, 
including many young, with time on their 
hands and nothing to lose. 


(b) A weak, frightened Establishment, 
lacking the will to act with vigour against the 
forces of revolution and anarchy. 
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(c) Uncertainty, guilt and confusion in the 
ranks of those representing the traditional 
forces of the Right, of conservatism — with 
the result that those forces lack any firm 
ideological motivation or direction. 


(d) A largely self-centred and cowardly 
middle and upper class, concerned above all 
with the protection of its own economic and 
social position and unprepared to risk this 
position in giving leadership in the way of 
patriotic resistance against those seeking to 
undermine the nation and state. 


(e) The intellectual community and its 
institutions spiritually bolshevised and the 
natural enemies of everything healthy and 
resurgent within the nation. 


(f) The established news media in the hands, 
either of the revolutionary forces themselves 


-or of interests prepared, out of concern for 


self-preservation, to make common cause 
with them. 


(g) The heavy infiltration by the revo- 
lutionary forces into the positions of state, 
of national and local government and of the 
trade unions and the predominance of those 
forces in at least one of the major political 
parties. 


(h) Police forces inadequate in numbers and 
equipment to deal with large-scale disorder. 


REHEARSAL FOR REVOLUTION? 


POLICE CAR BURNS IN BRIXTON 
Is there a plan behind this destruction? 


(i) Armed forces similarly inadequate and 
commanded by political neutrals and cretins. 


(j) The presence within society of ethnic 
communities in large numbers that are not 
indigenous to the nation and do not identify 
with the nation, and some members of 
whom occupy positions of considerable 
influence and power. 


(k) The successful neutralisation, by infil- 
tration, disruption and division, of the sole 
forces that could possibly offer a bulwark 
against red revolution: the forces of the 
Radical Right and of militant nationalism. 


It needs little further thought to discern 
that all these elements are present in the 
current British situation. 

When the rioting reached its peak in 
Toxteth, Liverpool, on Sunday, July 6th, 
it was reported that police had been drafted 
into the area from as far afield as Birmingham 
to give support to local forces. This begs the 
question of what would have happened had 
a riot of similar dimensions broken out in 
Birmingham at the same time or shortly 
afterwards. Clearly there is a limit, in what- 
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ever way we deploy our police forces, to the 
ability of those forces to cope with disorder 
if it occurs on a sufficiently large and 
scattered scale. Of course at a certain point 
the Army is brought in, as has happened in 
Northern Ireland. But in the end the equip- 
ment and manpower resources of the Army 
in its turn have certain limits, particularly in 
contemporary Britain. And if the Establish- 
ment is afraid to deploy the Army with the 
utmost ruthlessness — as has been shown 
clearly in Northern Ireland — its power to 
quell massive disturbances must be equally 
limited. 


GATHERING OF INTELLIGENCE 


The forces of the extreme left in Britain 


have no doubt gathered a great deal of 
intelligence as a result of security operations 
in Northern Ireland over the past decade and 
in the more recent racial disorders on the 
Mainland. They are probably able expertly 
to assess the present capacity of our police 
and Army to deal with disorder and at the 
same time their own capacity to bring it 
about. All this information will no doubt go 
into a file and serve as a guide to future 
revolutionary action. This is probably the 
principle object of the recent London, Liver- 
pool and Manchester disturbances. 

Another thing that the revolutionary 
left has learned from Northern Ireland is the 
tremendous asset that it has in the way of 
urban communities disposed, through either 
natural sympathy or coercion, to give aid 


and succour to those on the run from the 


law. In Northern Ireland these exist in the 
Catholic and Republican areas of Belfast, 
Londondonerry and other towns; .on the 
Mainland they have a potential counterpart 
in the Black and Asian ghettos that now 
spread over substantial areas of London, 
Liverpool, Manchester, Birmingham, 
Leicester, Coventry, etc. 

It needs little imagination to picture the 
scenario. A massive riot breaks out in one of 
these cities. The leading perpetrators flee 
from the police into one of the ghettos. The 
police request the consent of the Home 
Secretary to enter the ghetto to winkle them 
out, with all the riot equipment necessary to 
that task. The Home Secretary declines to 
give this consent on the grounds that such an 
operation would endanger ‘race relations’ 
and thus make likely further rioting. In this 
way revolutions are made. 

Imagine the present Northern Ireland 
situation reproduced in perhaps 15 or 20 
key urban areas of Mainland Britain, with 
young Blacks serving as the stormtroopers, 
and then contemplate the ability of our 


police and Army, as presently constituted, 


commanded and equipped, to cope with that 
phenomenon, and you may concede that the 
prospect of revolution is not so fantastic as 
it might appear at first sight. 

Of course the numbers of mobsters that 
the revolutionary left can organise today, 
and may be able to organise in the foreseeable 


future, would be nothing like sufficient to 
pose a genuine threat to the established state 
— were all those who represent that state of 
firm resolve to stop them. 

But when we realise that the established 
state in Britain today is itself riddled with 
those who are in common accord with the 


mob, an entirely different picture emerges.’ 


Just one example will suffice to illustrate 
this point: When an Asian gang went berserk 
in Southall on the night of July 3rd, threw 
petrol bombs at the police and burnt down 
the Hamborough Tavern, the leader of the 


‘Greater London Council promptly rushed to 


the spot and told an audience that the 
Asians arrested during the disorder should all 
be released because they were only 
“defending their rights’. 


When we realise that people of the type” 


of this councillor are installed by the many 
thousands in seats of local government all 
over this country and effectively control 
many of our most important cities, we can 
get an idea of the magnitude of the infil- 
tration of the state by those dedicated to the 
destruction of the state. 

And that is not all. What we have seen 
taking place in local government has taken 
place no less at the level of national politics. 
The Labour Party is now to all extents and 
purposes a Marxist party. If the present 
Government keeps up its performance of the 
past two years, this party is going to be in 
power by 1984 (perhaps sinisterly fulfilling 
an Orwellian prophecy). One only has to 
listen to the comments of prominent repre- 
sentatives of Labour on the recent riots — 
men who will be occupying the senior 
positions of state in the event of such an 
election result — to perceive the full nature 
of the peril confronting us. Scarcely one 
such comment has included any forthright 
condemnation of the rioters, while almost all 
have been dripping with excuses for them. 


EXAMPLE OF RUSSIA 


This is the pattern that could be observed 
in pre-revolutionary Russia. While the 
Bolsheviks were a small and isolated faction, 
they represented little danger as such to the 
established order. But when things reached 
the situation where a large number of those 
representing ‘respectable’ and ‘fashionable’ 
opinion were prepared to mitigate their acts 
of terror by finding at least partial sympathy 
for the objectives behind those acts, Russia 
was from thereon doomed. 

Tsarist Russia went down in defeat, not 
because, as commonly believed, its regime 
was excessively harsh, but because, on the 
contrary, it was much too mild. Revo- 
lutionary leaders like Lenin and Trotsky, 
instead of being quickly shot, were sent on 
rest cures to Siberia, where they could write 
articles, pamphlets and books, continue to 
direct operations by post and, eventually, 


-escape. The ruling class of the nation was at 


the same time quite indisposed to make an 
uncompromising defence of the existing 


state and to designate as thoroughly evil, not 
only the acts of terror perpetrated against it,. 
but the whole system of revolutionary 
doctrines and values that lay behind them. 
Just the same vacuous and _ insipid 
reaction to terror can be seen in those who, 
nominally at least, serve as the defenders of 
the state in Britain. Not only does this spirit 
permeate the left of politics but it seems also 
to castrate the thinking of the so-called 
‘right’, as is best evidenced by the action of 
the Home Secretary of a Conservative 
Government going hot on the heels of the 
GLC leader to Southall and standing before 
a similar audience of Asians to proclaim that 


‘the rioting and burning engaged in by 


members of their community was not their 
fault but the fault of the White skinheads 
whom they were attacking! 

When such a specimen prepared to 
grovel like this to the forces of terror 
becomes Her Majesty’s senior official respon- 
sible for law and order throughout the 
nation, the ship of state is surely near to 
sinking. 

Sad to say, our splendid police forces — 
comprised in the ranks of much of the best 
manhood of the nation — are not immune to 
this spirit of surrender. The Chief Constable 
of Greater Manchester proclaims, as if it 
were to his credit, that in the first instance 
of the rioting in his area he agreed to a 
request by ‘community leaders’ that the 
police should patrol the neighbourhood in 
less than the normal strength so as not to 
‘provoke’ the locals. Only after they had 
been nonetheless ‘provoked’ and had set the 
neighbourhood alight did he then send his 
men in in sufficient force to deal with the 
situation. 

In times of sanity such a police officer 
would be immediately dismissed from his 
post; in times such as these he will no doubt 
receive a commendation for his ‘prudent’ 
and ‘tactful’ approach — although this 
commendation will not be endorsed by 
those whose property went up in flames 
while reinforcements were being awaited, 
nor perhaps by those of his subordinates 
who sustained nasty injuries by being out- 
numbered by the Black mob. 


VARIETIES OF REVOLUTION 


As we contemplate the possibility of red 
revolution in Britain we should not make the 
mistake of adopting a simple and stereotyped 
formula for assessing what is a revolution 
and what is not- — revolution can in fact 
occur in a variety of forms. 

It may well be that the day of an armed 
uprising against the existing government of 
this country is still a while off, but this does 
not mean that red revolution could not 
occur by another process. 

One possibility is that, in the event of 
the next Government being an extreme left- 
wing Labour Government, a similar outbreak 
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THE LIBERAL DISEASE 


First published as Chapter 2 of the book FACING THE ABYSS, by 
Candour Publishing Co., Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


Liberalism, spelt with a small “I”, is partly an induced 
frame of mind and partly a product of social fatigue which 
leads its victims to feed on catchwords and slogans in 
preference to thought. The next step is the basing of policies 
upon the foundation of the Dreamland conjured up by the 
slogans, which then become false symbols creating a world of 
total unreality. The denizens of this unreal world are rendered 
easy prey for the Lords of Misrule. 


First among the current slogans which undermine social 
stability is the term “The Brotherhood of Man”. This is a 
spiritual concept with which there is no reason to quarrel. 
The mischief only arises when it is accepted as a physical and, 
at the next remove, as a political fact. In such contexts it is 
nonsense. At best it presupposes an affinity between all men, 
irrespective of whether or not it exists. Neighbours sharing 
the same way of life may have close enough affinity to become 
friends, or just enough to be friendly acquaintances. On the 
other hand they may be, like most city-dwellers, neutral for 
lack of any such consciousness, or else antipathetic to the 
point of loathing. Kinship in a more general and less personal 
sense nevertheless transcends these considerations where there 
is a shared identity, national, tribal or even social. This 
identity it is the concern of liberalism to smash. 


National identity assumes the same broad _ historical 
experience, the sense of “belonging”, more often than not the 
same language and more or less the manifestation of the same 
national characteristics. “More or less”, because in such 
matters there is no absolute. Not all Italians are volatile, but 
there is such a thing as Italian excitability. Not all Englishmen 
are calm, but Anglo-Saxon phlegm nevertheless exists. That 
national identity does not exclude affinity between nations 
sharing the same cultural values scarcely requires to be 
stressed: were it otherwise the appreciation of Shakespeare 
would be confined to English-speaking people and only 
German ears would be attuned to Beethoven. The shared 
delights of peoples of the same culture group nevertheless do 
not detract from the reality of distinctive national identities. 


LIBERAL IGNORES TRUTH 


The liberal either ignores this truth or makes light of it. 
Because men the world over have the same biological functions 
they hold that there is no essential difference between them, 
which is about as reasonable as saying that because the black 
mamba and the spitting cobra are both snakes they cannot 
be differentiated. 


These liberals, however learned in other spheres, are 
superficialists when they seek to turn the spiritual concept of 
the brotherhood of man into a physical concept and base upon 
it a political principle. Their favourite argument is that to 
assess a man by the colour of his skin is an iniquity, as indeed 
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by A.K.CHESTERTON 


WHERE LIBERALISM ENDS 
Fire and destruction in Toxteth, Liverpool — the result of multi-racialism 
and softness in law enforcement 


it would be if there were no other differences ‘and if what lay 
beneath the skin—the mental qualities and what may perhaps 
be called the psyche—were qualitatively the same in mankind 
as a whole. But this is not true. Pigmentation is no more than 
an outward manifestation of profounder differences between 
the races. That there can be close co-operation between races 
is well established, that the basic emotions of hope and fear 
are a common factor is in general true, and that personal 
loyalty can transcend racial boundaries has often been proved. 


But the fundamental differences remain. No people are 
more aware of them than the Chinese. To the Chinese, 
although they may no longer proclaim it, all aliens are 
“foreign devils”. There is abundant evidence that Chinese 
women regard physical contact with European men with 
revulsion. 


The recent attempts of the Australasian Governments to 
bring the Pacific Islanders into some kind of federal organisa- 
tion met with horrified resistance. Cook Islanders were not 
prepared to merge with Samoans, the inhabitants of Samoa 
were disdainful of being identified with those of Niue and the 
peoples of New Guinea would not even tolerate the mixing 
of tribes inhabiting the same homeland. 


Awareness of identity is a human characteristic. It does 
not constitute an absolute, in that it changes with the changing 
of national allegiance, although even then it can long survive— 
the Irish tend to retain their Irishness in the USA and many 
Americans are proud of their English or Scottish ancestry. 


Identity finds expression in action and it is here that it 
becomes most marked. Thus the main European nations, 
each in its own distinctive way, produce brave fighting-men 
who do not shrink from dying on the battlefield as a normal 
wartime hazard. But the bravery does not take the form of 
deliberate acts of suicide: for that kind of fanatical courage 
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one has to refer to the Japanese airmen who flew their 
aeroplanes upon enemy warships with the certainty of blowing 
themselves up on impact. The liberals would argue that such 
fanaticism is the result of indoctrination. It is nothing of 
the kind. Few indeed are the Europeans who could be 
“conditioned” to undertake enterprises which held no chance 
whatever of personal survival. The factor here is the relative 
value placed on the individual life in relation to the life of 
of the community. Conditioning can go a long way in the 
Western world, but it cannot go all the way in destroying the 
will to live. 


INFLUENCED POLICY 


In spite of these considerations, the liberals in Britain 
(who have made an almost complete conquest of the three 
established political parties) have so influenced policy that it 
proceeds on the “Brotherhood of Man” basis, which is that 
pigmentation reveals no difference of innate psycological 
dispositions and must therefore be disregarded in determining 
how the Realm is to be peopled. 


We shall have more to say on this vitally important 
subject in a later chapter, but before leaving it here, one 
example of its dangers and a general reflection may not be out 
of place. In 1971 an immigrant appeared before a British 
magistrate charged with sexual assaults on two small English 
girls aged 12 and 11 respectively. The magistrate found him 
guilty, but imposed a suspended sentence, explaining that he 
did so because what the man had done was not a criminal 
offence in his country of origin. Similar magisterial remarks 
in different parts of the country strongly suggest that there has 
been a Home Office directive covering such matters. If so, 
the action is infamous, as it totally disregards the rights of 
Britons to the protection of their government. 


The general reflection is this. Our forefathers through the 
centuries have exerted themselves, with complete success, to 
keep the British Isles inviolate, and with almost complete 
success to merge into a British nation, with its distinctive 
values and traditions, the Anglo-Saxon and Celtic peoples who 
are its true inhabitants. The men and women of my generation 
fought two most bloody wars in the belief that they were 
preserving the historical British entity. What has happened 
that the labours of the centuries, culminating in the prodigious 
sacrifices of our own time, should have been so derided by 
the result? 


There are many other aspects of the liberal influences at 
work destroying our national sovereignty and heritage. One 
is the assumption that, as there should be no racial barriers 
within the United Kingdom or anywhere else, so should there 
be no national frontiers. Their ideal is One World, governed 
by a central authority with sole power of military and police, 
of taxation, of law-giving and of imposing upon mankind the 
same general standards, the same pattern of life. The people 
who entertain this remarkable idea, the charming old ladies (of 
both sexes) who form United Nations Associations and similar 
bodies, have clearly succumbed to the euphoria created by 
the magic spell of phrases such as the “Brotherhood of Man”. 


Their hearts do them more credit than their heads, for in 
simple truth they can never at any time have thought out the 
implications of what they support. The phrase gives the 
comfortable glow of depicting the human race, with all its 
dispurity, settling down in harmony to live the good life as 
one people, single and indivisible. Their benign faces light up 
as they explain that there will be no more wars, no more 
contending for power — nothing to prevent the immediate 
ushering-in of the millenium. 


By reason of their naive enthusiasm, these people are being 
ruthlessly exploited by the power-addicts who have already, 
through money-manipulation and other means, secured a 
merciless grip on human affairs, and who will not be content 
until they achieve the complete political, economic and 
strategical masterdom of the world. That they will meet with 
total success is not assured, but one thing is certain — 
the nearer they approach to their goal the more hideous will 
become their oppression. One World could only be run as 
an all-embracing Communist tyranny. Secret police would be 
everywhere, to pounce at the smallest hint of opposition. That 
the worthy upholders of “good causes” should be unable to 
perceive where their dreams must lead is yet another example 
of the truth that the ideal is the enemy of the real. Were 
they even to catch a glimpse of reality they would be able 
to discern, as stages towards World Government, the 
design behind the setting up of such bodies as the European 
Economic Community. 


LIBERALISM IN DOMESTIC AFFAIRS 


The most widely diffused influence of liberalism is found at 
present in our domestic affairs. In recent years it has been 
responsible for creating ever-increasing irresponsibility, parti- 
cularly among the youth of the nation. As its tenets are rarely 
defined, it has to be judged for the most part by its effects on 
society. These indicate a breakdown of discipline, not so much 
as a side-effect as a conscious objective. Any kind of restraint 
is scorned. Hoodlums are often supported when they rampage 


through the streets, to turn sporting events into a riot and to 


try to the uttermost the patience of the police, whose efforts to 
control unruly mobs lead to instant complaints of “brutality” 
and who are given the amiable title of “pigs”. Outbreaks of 
this kind tend to be regarded as fortuitous, but the similarity of 
the pattern they have begun to assume throughout the Western 
world is clear evidence that they are being master-minded. 


It should not be thought, however, that the lack of social 
discipline and sense of responsibility is confined to youth. 
Industrial strikes, which have become more or less endemic in 
the present century, at one time had every justification as the 
only means whereby labour could resist its ruthless exploitation 
by the “captains of industry”. Those times, however. are long 
past. The balance has swung so far the other way that today 
the withholding of Jabour has power to inflict damage on the 
national economy which could be irreparable. Fully aware of 
this power, the wielders of it tend all too often to become the 
new exploiters, making preposterous wage demands which are 
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THE LIBERAL DISEASE 
(Contd. from prev. page) | 


often pressed home by use of the strike weapon, even though 
the result be to make war, not only upon a particular 
management group but upon the entire nation, completely 
without regard to the miseries inflicted upon fellow-workers in 
other occupations. In this tough world no community can 
survive indefinitely faction fights conducted without regard to 


the public good. 


LEN BEARSFORD WALKER 


Leaving out of account industrial relations, which 
constitute a separate problem, and which have been mentioned 
here only to indicate the perils of irresponsibility, we return to 
the question asked about why the labours of the centuries to 
create, and the fearful blood-letting of two world wars to 
preserve, the national and racial identity of the British peoples 
should have met with such catastrophic and derisive results in 
the second half of the present century. 


The only answer that makes sense is — betrayal. 


YOUR COUNTRY NEEDS YOU! 


THERE EXISTS in Britain today a band of 
men with one thing in common: an abiding 
love of race and nation. They, all of them, 
possess qualities of leadership, political 
acumen, organisational ability and dedi- 
cation to an ideal. Each has a personal 
following, as all natural leaders have, and as 
a united body they could recruit together 
an army so formidable that the forces which 
oppose them would break and falter before 
their concerted onslaught. 

Yet, sadly, they sit in separate camps, 
divided by trivialities from each other — 
foolishly opposing each other in battles they 
should be fighting together. Each preaches 
the gospel of race and nation to his followers, 
calling for united, dedicated commitment to 


REHEARSAL FOR REVOLUTION? 
(Contd. from page 5) 


of rioting to that just seen could occur again, 
only on a much greater scale. This could lead 
to that Government seizing upon the situation 
to declare a state of emergency calling for 
repressive measures against certain political 
organisations, including of course those 
deemed to have occasioned the rioting by 
the fact of their ‘provocation’ of those who 
rioted. At the same time there might be a 
suspension of the electoral process in the 
interests of ‘national stability’, leading of 
course to a left-wing dictatorship. Those 
who then felt it their duty to oppose this 
turn of events with all the means available to 
them could have the mobs turned on them 
in a subtle alliance of mob and government 
— denied from official lips but nevertheless 
operating de facto. 

In such a situation the position of the 
Armed Forces would be crucial. Would they 
support the Government or would they 
oppose it? If this were Spain, we might be 
able to predict with confidence that the 
Armed Forces would discharge their patriotic 
duty and oppose the Government. But this is 
not Spain; our military leaders are not 
Spaniards but Anglo-Saxons, and the Anglo- 
Saxon army officer, sometimes magnificent 
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the ‘cause — ,yet hesitate to lead their 
regiments into an army of all the battalions 
of Nationalist Unity. 

The British Army built the Empire; won 
the Boer War, The Crimean War, The First 
World War and the Second World War; and 
conquered overwhelming odds at Rorke’s 
Drift because it was a disciplined army 
which trusted its leadership, believed in 
itself and had a single determination: to 
defeat the common enemy. 

Colonels of battalions may not have 
loved the General; Captains might have not 
been over-fond of the Colonel; the men may 
well have hated the Captain — but while a 
war was being fought all presented to the 
enemy a solid, unwavering front until 


on the battlefield of a national war, is of a 
type prone to be infected with’ a peculiar 
spinelessness when the nature of the conflict 
is political. Faced with a similar set of 
circumstances in Rhodesia upon the election 
of the red revolutionary Mugabe, officers of 
the same pedigree chose to serve rather than 
fight — no doubt with an eye to their retire- 
ment pensions but also probably out of a 
genuine political incomprehension of the 
forces in whose current they were being 
swept along. Their whole background and 
training serve to create a product in which 
the sometime war hero combines with the 
political zombie. In Britain this officer 
corps, such as it is, would probably support 
the status-quo just because it is the status- 
quo. The last time this tradition was broken 
was in the Curragh Incident in 1914, and 
even then the defiance of the Government 
was passive and not active. Perhaps the 
Army in a 1980s revolutionary conflict 
might not fire on the forces of the Right, 
but neither, almost certainly, would it fire 
on the forces of the Left. 

All in all, red revolution in Britain in the 
next decade or two is by no means a mere 
fantasy or bogey; it could happen. 

We have but one course open to us to 
ensure that it will not happen: Nationalists, 
and not Conservatives, must assume the 
leadership of the forces of counter-revolution 
and national resistance. 


victory was won. Captains did not lead their 
companies, nor Colonels their battalions out 
of the line~because they disagreed with the 
General’s battle plan. 

Why is it then, that the regiments of the 
political Right cannot merge into one army 
to wage the war of Race and Nation without 
some disgruntled commander breaking ranks 
and leading his men in revolt for one com- 
paratively trivial reason or another? 

Is the ideal too big for the men? Or is it 
that the men are too small for the ideal? 

Every soldier of every Nationalist Group 
belongs in the great army of the Right. To 
misquote an axiom: “United we can win — 
divided perhaps never.” 

My words might well be accompanied 
by a parody of the classic World War One 
recruiting poster, with John Tyndall sub- 
stituting for Kitchener telling you “Your 
country needs you.” 

A. K. Chesterton once penned the 
immortal words: 


“Eighty per-cent of the movement’s members 
are first class, honest to God British patriots. 
Ten per-cent are drifters who go with the tide. 
Five per-cent place personal ambitions above 
all else . .. two per-centare really evil men...” 


An army of the Right devoid of the five 
per-cent and the two per-cent will one day 
sweep to victory and to power. Never was 
there a greater need to suppress personal 
antipathies for the greater good — never so 
opportune a time in British politics for the 
Right to Unite. 
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The club of 

hich we 
Call never 
be part 


THE EUROPEAN COMMON MARKET is 
getting less and less popular with the peoples 
of Europe. This is no surprising development, 
since the Market was never intended to serve 
any interest remotely connected with those 
peoples but has always existed first and 
foremost as the tool of a small cosmopolitan 
oligarchy of industrial, commercial and 
financial power. 

Today only 50 per-cent of the people of 
France and 49 per-cent of the people of 
West Germany, two of the nations tradi- 
tionally most committed to the Market, 
favour these nations’ continued membership 
— according to an opinion poll recently 
sponsored by the European Commission in 
Brussels. 

But even those figures are large compared 
with those in our own country. The same 
poll conducted in Britain found that less 
than 25 people in 100 believe that we should 
stay in the European Community. 

To some extent these figures are 
accountable by the fact that Britain is doing 
more badly economically in the Market than 
are the French and the Germans. That, 
however, far from wholly explains the vastly 
greater unpopularity of the EEC in this 
country. Never have the British people 
embraced the idea of European Union with 
the enthusiasm of their Continental neigh- 
bours. Even when pro-Market feeling was at 
its highest here — at the time of the 1975 
Referendum — the vote in favour of staying 
in was a largely negative one; people were 
persuaded to do so because they were told 
that there was no alternative. 

It is also true to say that, while Britain 
is doing badly in the Market from the 
economic point of view, the Market itself is 
far from being the only cause of this. In 
whatever system of trading alignments we 
chose to take part today, our economic 
condition would be an unhappy one as long 
as the revolution in industry that is long 
overdue continued to be delayed. As long as 
we have low-quality management, an 
antiquated trade union structure, a financial 
system hopelessly ill-geared to the needs of 


1975: ALL SMILES FOR EUROPE 
Messrs. Thorpe, Jenkins and Heath gloat over referendum result. Now the people have had 
time to taste the fruits 


industry and an overall lack of sound 
economic leadership on the part of govern- 
ment, we will fail outside the Market just as 
we are failing within it. This is commonly 
recognised by millions of people in Britain 
and has to be taken into account when the 
causes of the unpopularity of the Market 
are analysed. 


by JOHN TYNDALL 


I have never been in any doubt that 
these causes have much deeper roots than 
any momentary assessment of the fortunes 
of the British economy. The truth is that 
European membership has always run 
contrary to a firmly entrenched ‘gut’ instinct 
of the British nation — an instinct sometimes 
suppressed or modified but always there, 
deep within our being. 


NOT ‘ANTI-EUROPEAN’ 


I am sure that this instinct has nothing 
to do with any ‘anti-European’ sentiment. It 
is shared by people who, like myself, love 
and admire much that is to be found on the 
European Mainland, have many great friends 
in the European countries and find their 
lives enriched by the peerless heritage of 
beauty created by the hand and spirit of 
European Man — musical, artistic, literary, 
architectural and much else — which cannot 
be narrowly bracketed within the borders of 
European states but is the common treasure 
of all White men and women. 

The same instinct exists in those — and 
again I am among them — who objectively 
can see more that is admirable in many 
aspects of Continental European life today 
than in British life, and who can find more 
in common with many Continentals than 
with many of their own compatriots. 

These things in Europe provide every 
reason for us to visit Europe, to retain 


European friends, to be immersed in the 
culture of Europe and to study and learn 
from all that is going on in Europe. 

But they do not provide one jot of an 
argument for joining Britain to Europe 
politically and economically, nor do they 
weaken that feeling in the bowels that our 
destiny as a nation lies outside such an 
alignment. 

This is very different to saying that our 
destiny can be contemplated in isolation 
from European Civilisation; it never could in 
the past and it certainly cannot in the future. 
The survival of that civilisation as a whole is 
of infinitely greater importance than the 
interest of any of its national parts, and 
indeed without that survival the national 
parts themselves wither and die. Those who 
brought about World Wars I and II did so 
without any concern for the survival of our 
civilisation and those wars represented its 
greatest catastrophe ever. Yet out of these 
wars no nation, in the true sense of the term, 
really gained but all nations lost. Our very 
existence as a nation-state is intimately 
bound up with the racial existence of the 
wider European, Aryan family. 

But we must not make the mistake of 
presuming that this family, and the civilis- 
ation that is its offspring, are synonymous 
with that collection of states comprising the 
EEC — or even that wider grouping of 
countries that go to make up the geographical 
map of Europe. European Civilisation 
embraces the majority populations of North 
‘America and Australasia and at least a part 
of the population of Latin America too. It 
still has a foothold, albeit today a precarious 
one, at the Southern end of the Continent of 
Africa. 

Europe itself, on the other hand, is 
today by no means wholly European. For 
centuries the Southern fringes of that 
continent have been, at least in part, racial 
outposts of Africa and the Middle East and 
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THE CLUB OF WHICH WE CAN 
NEVER BE PART 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


contain today very little in the way of the 
best European stock. More latterly, the 
towns and cities of Britain, France, West 
Germany, Holland and even Sweden have 
spawned large African and Asian enclaves. 
Are the people of these enclaves part of 
Europe? Is Portugal today European? Is 
Sicily? Is Calabria? Are Cyprus and Crete? 
Are Brixton, Handsworth, Toxteth and 
Southall? Very much so, according to the 
_ bureaucrats of Brussels and Strasbourg! Very 
much so, in that concept of Europe shared 
by Britain’s Conservative, Labour, Liberal 
and Social Democratic parties! 

And what of Communist Europe? While 
today this area cannot be considered part of 
Europe politically, is not most of it very 
much so racially and culturally? What 
concept of a Greater Europe can possibly 
exclude those countries that were the birth- 
places of Chopin and Dostoevsky, of Bach, 
Wagner and Kant? 

Western Europe is today only a part — 
and territorially quite a small part — of the 
overall European ethnic and culture area, 
which expands over a larger part of Europe 
itself as well as over Australasia and most of 
the Americas. Add to this the South African 
Republic, with its 4 million Whites of mainly 
Dutch and British descent and a land area 
the size of Britain, France and Spain com- 
bined. If we are to take a broader European 
view, instead of a narrow national view — 
and ina certain sense I agree that it is essential 
that we do this — our view must embrace, 
not just the 10 nations presently comprising 
the Common Market, but the whole of that 
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vast European World. 

It is at this point that the gut instinct of 
the British rebels against our neat encasement 
in a Continental European bloc — particularly 
when the object of such a bloc is seen as 
providing a counterweight to other blocs 
outside Europe which are equally European. 
If survival dictates that we take an extra- 
national view and that we build firm relation- 
ships with White people outside the United 
Kingdom, then surely the first of those 
people to whom we should turn are those 
most closely related to us ethnically, 
culturally, linguistically and historically, and 
not those who simply live the shortest 
travelling distance away. 


BLOOD RELATIONS 


Such a principle applies to all European 
nations, but it applies to ourselves with 
particular force. Of all the nations in Europe, 
we are the one that has the greatest number 
of blood relations outside Europe. Alone 
among the larger nations of Europe, we have 
more blood relations outside Europe than 
the total number in the Mother Country. 

Just over the Channel from us, a mere 
22 miles away, is France — a nation that has 
made its own wonderful and unique contri- 
bution to European Civilisation and still has 
a great contribution to make yet, a nation 
with its own special genius which deservedly 
occupies an important place in history and 


which cannot be left out of the reckoning’ 


when we contemplate the European future. 
Yet between the French and ourselves 
there is a psychological gulf which is apparent 
on immediate contact with any substantial 
collection of French people — a gulf to 
which language is merely the first introduc- 
tion, which quickly widens when we observe 


differences in physical type and temperament 
and which can then be seen in full perspec- 
tive when French pride and patriotism assert 
themselves — a pride and patriotism which 
will forever make it impossible for the 
French to see history exactly as we see 
history, for the French to appreciate present 
world issues exactly as we appreciate those 
issues. 

This is no denigration of those things 
that are especially French; it is no argument 
for the superiority of that which is British 


over that which is French; it is merely a 


frank acknowledgement of ethnic realities. 
We can be, and we should certainly try to 
be, on good terms with the French, but the 
best guarantee of those good terms is that 
we respect one another’s national differences 
and that we undertake not to intrude on one 
another’s national territories. 

Not only does this gulf between Anglo- 
Saxon and Gaul assert itself in Europe; so 
doesit doin exactly the same way in Canada, 
where the delicate fabric of that country’s 
unity has only thus far been held together 
by a recognition of the wide ethnic 
differences between its two main population 
groups and still threatens to come apart on 
account of those very same differences. Not 
unnaturally, the French Canadians feel 
themselves to have more in common with 
France than with the other portions of 
‘Canada, while British Canadians certainly 
have more in common with Britain and with 
Anglo-America than with them. 

Turn North across the Channel and 
there is Holland, a land whose people more 
closely resemble us in physical type and 
temperament, and who are more closely: 
related to us in language, than the French. 
Yet in South Africa the descendants of 
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CECIL RHODES AND 
HIS ASSOCIATES 
This pioneer of the 
cause of Anglo- 
Saxondom recognised 
the ties that bind the 
dispersed peoples of 
British stock. 
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Dutch and British people have been trying to 
establish a common nation between them 
for a good deal longer than have the people 
of Europe. It has never really worked; as any 
South African will tell you, there is within 
the official system of ‘Apartheid’, which 
separates White from non-White races, an 
unofficial but nonetheless very real mini- 
Apartheid, which segregates the Afrikaner 
and English-speaker socially and makes for 
widely different political interests and 
loyalties. Though logically both have every- 
thing to gain by integration, the birthmarks 


‘of history make that integration impossible. 


EMOTIONAL PULL 


The very same factors which divide the 
British and Dutch ethnic groups in South 
Africa and the British and French ethnic 
groups in Canada will forever exert a certain 
emotional pull on the people of the United 
Kingdom which leans them more strongly 


towards their kinfolk in the Anglo-Saxon. 


World overseas than to their neighbours on 
the European Mainland. It is not a matter of 
the British having nothing in common with 
Europeans; it is simply a matter of with which 
Europeans we have the most in common. 

I do not see this fact fundamentally 
altered by there no longer being a British 
Empire — a situation which has brought 
Continentals much smug satisfaction and 
which they never tire telling us leaves us 
nowhere to go but into their fold. To imagine 
that the maintenance of the British Empire 
as an institution was the essential factor 
marking us apart from the nations of the 
European Mainland is to miss the point 
entirely. 

When we think of the concept of a 
‘British Empire’ we think of a coalition of 
states with the United Kingdom at the 
centre, exercising predominance and dictating 
foreign policy, while the other members 
served in the role of ‘outposts’, tailoring 
their economic development to the needs of 
the United Kingdom and running to assist in 
Britain’s wars without ever first having had a 
say in the declaration of those wars. Unques- 
tionably, not only has the ‘Empire’ in that 
sense come to an end but no institution like 
it will ever be built again. 

But that does not mean that the British 
people’s ethnic ties with their kinfolk over- 
seas have expired. That those ties exist in 
great strength can still be seen in the simple 
fact that there is scarcely a British family 


- that does not have relatives in some part of 


Australia, New Zealand, Canada, South 
Africa or the Anglo-Saxon parts of the 
United States. 

To the ordinary Briton there is some- 
thing manifestiy absurd in the idea that he 
has more in common with Frenchmen, or 
even with Dutchmen or Germans, than with 
the communities beyond the oceans where 
his language is spoken and where countless 
millions live who are the blood relations 
either of his own or some other British 


family. To state this is not to be ‘anti- 
French’, ‘anti-Dutch’ or ‘anti-German’ — 
indeed I, for one, am not likely to be accused 
of the latter sentiment! 

Regardless of whether there is presently 
in existence, or likely shortly to be in exis- 
tence, any political unit, organisation or 
institution which symbolises the Anglo-Saxon 
tie such as the British Empire in its time did 
symbolise, this tie will continue to be felt by 
the majority of our fellow countrymen and 
women to much greater an extent than any 
tie with the nations of the Mainland of Europe 
and will forever militate against our being 
good partners in any union of Europe. — 

Those seriously concerned to achieve a 
national future for Britain must begin by 
coming to terms with two realities. The first, 
that there is no longer a British Empire, 
most of us have come to terms with, albeit 
with great regret. 

We must now come to terms with the 
second reality, which is that there is no such 


‘thing as a European ‘nation’ and never will be; 


there is only a collection of European nations, 
very diverse, which may coalesce together in 
certain fields where their national interests 
coincide. There is no reason to believe that 
there will be greater coincidence of these 
interests in the future than of the interests of 
ourselves and other Anglo-Saxon countries, 
and there is much reason to believe the 
contrary. 


STRONG BRITAIN 


On the basis of these two realities, we 
must recognise that the first essential for us 
British is to build a strong, prosperous, self- 
reliant United Kingdom — dependent upon 
nobody, whether it be our neighbours on the 
European Continent or our fellow Anglo- 
Saxons across the oceans. While we may feel 
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a strong tie with-the latter, it is a fact that 
that tie is not likely for the foreseeable 
future to have much influence on any of 
their respective governments. There are 
Anglophile elements in all of these countries 
but in none of them at the moment do these 
elements carry much political weight. 

The restoration of British influence in 
the world, and most importantly in those 
countries overseas with large Anglo-Saxon 
populations, can only come through the 
restoration of the strength and power of the 
United Kingdom itself — and in particular its 
economic and military power. The rules of 
international diplomacy have not changed; 
the ‘moral’ influence of any nation stands, 
today as in the past, in direct relationship to 
ithe practical ‘muscle’ that it can exert in 
world affairs. With Britain at the moment 
impotent in this respect, it is futile to hope 
that we can make our weight felt anywhere. 
If this impotence is overcome, and British 
power is re-established to an extent commen- 
surate with the natural and_ industrial 
resources of this country when exploited to 
their full potential, there is a strong chance 
that we can recover our influence in those 
countries where it is most desirable that we 
recover it, i.e. the countries where we have 
the closest ethnic relationships. 

By these means we may be able to 
build, eventually, a new institution to replace 
the shattered Empire and the ridiculous 
‘Commonwealth’, and through that  insti- 
tution achieve a new destiny and cohesiveness 
for the Anglo-Saxon race. 

In the meantime there will continue to 
reside in the British people a strong affinity 
with Anglo-Saxondom which will endure 
regardless of present political trends and 
which will forever militate against the ab- 
sorption in Continental systems of the kind 
our present rulers are trying to force upon us. 
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Multi-racial Britain 


A GLIMPSE INTO THE MIND OF 
THE ESTABLISHMENT 


ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE 
LONDON, WC2A 2LL 
Charles Irving Esq MP 21 May 1981 
HOUSE OF COMMONS 
swl 


Dear Charles, 


CHELTENHAM & GLOUCESTER BRANCH OF 
THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT 


As you know, your letter of 14 April to Willie Whitelaw, ~ 


enclosing one from the Chairman of your local National Front 
Branch, has been forwarded to me, since the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, for whom I have Ministerial responsibility, 
conducted the proceedings against some of the Bristol rioters 
which were eventually withdrawn. 

I know nothing of the alleged riots in Gloucester to which 
the National Front leaflet you forwarded refers. However, if 
the accuracy of its reports of them is to be judged by the 
accuracy of the reports of the proceedings following -the 
Bristol riots in the letter to you, the situation is not nearly so 
grave as is portrayed. 

For your information I set out below the circumstances 
surrounding the decision to drop further proceedings against 
four persons upon whose guilt a jury had been unable to agree 
following a full trial. I hope this will be of assistance to you in 
replying, as you see fit, to your correspondent. 

The Director’s Department was only concerned with a few 
of the many persons arrested in the course of the riots in 
Bristol last year and the police have carried out many, mainly 
successful, prosecutions themselves. The Director dealt with 
the most serious and difficult prosecutions, those of the 
sixteen charged with riot. Of these, twelve were committed for 
trial after very full committal proceedings and eight of these 
were acquitted at the trial, either on the order of the Judge or 
as a result of the jury’s own deliberations. 

This left four defendants in respect of whom the jury 


could not agree a verdict and there were none whom they had 
agreed to convict. 
It was a year to the day since the riots had taken place 
when I reviewed the matter, and they and the subsequent 
proceedings had put a strain on race relations in the Bristol 
area ever since. A decision to seek a retrial of the remaining 
four would have increased and extended that strain in the view 
of the Chief Constable, whilst a decision not to proceed would 
ease it. Se 

I must make it clear that the decision not to proceed with 
the retrial of the four was mine, reached after a conference 
which I held with the Director, Crown Counsel and the Chief 
Constable, and in which the arguments for and against 
proceeding on a retrial were fully discussed. It is usual to seek 
retrial when there has been a jury disagreement, and this factor 
weighed heavily with us, but we took a number of other 
factors into consideration and reviewed the history of the 
proceedings arising out of the riots. We also took into account 
the apparent views of the jury on those they had acquitted. 
Although the views of the Chief Constable who had respon- 
sibility for the area on the effect.of the proceedings on racial 
harmony was by no means the only relevant or the most 
important factor, it was nevertheless one for us to consider 
and, in the event of a decision not to proceed, to mention. 

This decision does not have wider implications for other 
cases involving immigrant communities. Each case is taken on 
its merits and both the Director and I frequently take decisions 
which a black person might unfairly regard as favouring the 
white population of this country. The public interest is a 
factor we always take into consideration, and good race 
relations are in the public interest, but bias either way does 
not make for good relations and neither the Director nor I will 
therefore make a decision on the basis of race. We are both 
firmly committed to the maintenance of law and order. 

We are also committed to equality before the law. 


Yours ever 
Michael 


WE PUBLISH here a letter which provides a 
revealing insight into the mentality of the 
British Establishment on the vital question 
of immigrants and race. It was written by 
the Attorney General, Sir Michael Havers, 
to Charles Irving, the local MP for Glouc- 
ester in reply to a letter received from Mr. 
Irving following representations made to 
him from the local Chairman of the New 
National Front, Richard Molesworth, refer- 
ring to rioting by Blacks in Gloucester and 
Bristol and to the acquittal of 12 of the 
Bristol rioters. 

Sir Michael, by stating that he knows 
nothing of the recent riots in Gloucester, 
reveals that he is strangely out of touch 
with events for someone as highly placed as 
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he is in the nation’s apparatus of law enfor- 
cement. 

He then goes on to make it very clear 
that especially favoured treatment had 
been given to 4of the Bristol rioters because 
they were Black. After a jury (itself com- 
prised of 5. Blacks) had failed to agree on 
a verdict on these 4, no retrial was ordered 
against them, as is normal in such circum- 
stances, because of the “strain” that this 
would have put on race relations. 

In other words, had the rioters been 
White, and there therefore been no such 
likely “strain” resulting from their retrial, 
it would not have been prevented! 

After making this fact abundantly clear, 
the Attorney General then ends his letter 


with a piece of unbelievable humbug in 
saying “We are committed to equality 
before the law.” 

This is preceded by an expert piece of 
verbal acrobatics in which Sir Michael 
states that the public interest is a factor his 
department always takes into consideration. 
“Good race relations,” he says, are in the 
public interest, but bias either way does not 
make for good relations and neither the 
DPP nor he will therefore make a decision 
on the basis of race. 

Seeing that this decision quite obviously 
has been made on the basis of race, it app- 
ears that the Attorney General in making it 
has violated one of his own most cherished 
principles! 


Navy being soldtolsrael at cut 


Reproduced from THE SPOTLIGHT, 300 Independence Ave, S.E., ee 


ton, D.C., 20003, U.S.A. 


Israel ts about to become a major power on 


the high seas as Britain allows the sun to set on 
its once-formidable Royal Navy. 


EXCLUSIVE TO SPOTLIGHT 
By George Nicholas 
If a secret consortium of the world’s leading Zionist financiers has its way, 
the war-obsessed government of Israeli Prime Minister Menachem Begin will 
become a major naval power over the next two years by acquiring some of 


the combat ships of the British fleet. 


Plagued by a business slump, economic recession and soaring unemploy- 
ment, the government of British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher has 
decided to deactivate almost a third of the legendary Royal Navy. 

In a draconian economy measure, unprecedented in the history of the 
United Kingdom, 19,500 sailors on active sea duty and support service per-. 


sonnel will be discharged by 1983. The 
men-of-war in which they serve are be- 
ing put up for sale to the highest bidder. 

The SPOTLIGHT has learned, from 
‘exceptionally well-informed and trust- 
worthy British intelligence and diplo- 
matic sources, that on June 30, John 
Nott, the British secretary of state for 
defense, paid his second secret 24-hour 
visit to Washington in 10 days to confer 
with Caspar Weinberger, secretary of 
defense, and Secretary of State Alex- 
ander Haig on the grave strategic im- 
plications of the Thatcher Cabinet’s 
decision to scuttle the ‘‘bulldog’’ fleet. 
‘DISASTROUS’ CUTBACKS 

According to The SPOTLIGHT’s 
sources, the British minister for military 
affairs gave his American colleagues an 
advance look at a white paper to be re- 
leased soon in London. It lists the plan- 
ned defense cutbacks, with the navy be- 
ing by far the worst hit, and attempts to 
explain the reasons for the Thatcher 
government’s abdication of the United 
Kingdom’s historic role as a first-rank 
global sea power. 

Conspicuously missing at Nott’s 
meetings with tense and concerned 
Reagan administration officials was 
Adm. Sir Henry Leach, Britain’s first 
sea lord, who refused to accompany his 
defense minister to Washington and who 
let it be known that he intends to resign 
over these ‘‘disastrous’’ cutbacks. 
SECRET BRIEFING 

From its confidential sources, The 
SPOTLIGHT has been able to recon- 


truct the gist of the British briefing given 
behind closed doors to top American 
leaders: 


@ Of the three brand-new attack car- 


riers of the ‘‘Invincible’’ class, which 
now form‘the core—and pride—of the 
British fleet, embodying the latest tech- 
nology and nuclear-strike capability, 
one, the 16,000-ton ‘‘Ark Royal’s’’ 
sister ship, the 17,500-ton ‘“‘Invincible,”’ 
may also be put up for auction. 

@ Eleven additional main battle 
vessels will be sold off, including two 
high-speed destroyers of the ‘‘Fother- 
ingay’’ class and nine missile-firing 
frigates of the ‘‘Leander’’ class. 

@ Nineteen destroyers, escort 
destroyers and frigates will be deac- 
tivated and moved into so-called ‘‘stand- 
by squadrons.’’ Some of these ‘‘stand- 
by’’ ships will be put up for sale in early 
1982, depending on conditions and the 
navy’s needs. 


In Secretary Nott’s presentation, a 
preferred buyer had been found whose 
acquisition of the ‘‘Ark Royal’’ and 
four other combat ships as the first lot 
of fleet units sold by Britain would not 
upset the strategic balance: the Aus- 
tralian navy. 

But in a hurried visit, which followed 
on the heels of Nott’s briefing, Aus- 
tralian Prime Minister Sir Malcolm 
Frazier flew to Washington to warn the 
White House that mysteriousiy intense 
“‘media opposition’’ in Australia made 
it unlikely that his government would 


= 
price? 

follow through on the deal to buy BP - 
tain’s bargain battlewagons. 

Where was there, then, a purchaser 
affluent enough and influential enough 
to make a bid for this extraordinary 
package of sea power without fearing 
worldwide media criticism? 

According to The SPOTLIGHT’s 
source, Secretary Nott told U.S. defense 
chief Weinberger that if Australia with- 


‘drew, the ‘‘most promising inquiries’’. 


were credited to an investment pool of 
some of the world’s most prominent 
financiers and industrialists, who were 
joining forces to provide the funding for 
a major naval expanision by Israel. 

This secret blueprint for Zionist rule 
of the waves calls for a first-stage ac- 
quisition by Israel of the ‘‘Ark Royal,”’ 
a missile destroyer, two destroyer es- 
corts, and two Leander-class frigates. 

An extensive ‘‘skills and logistics’’ 
program is part of the deal. Under it, 
three successive groups totaling almost 
40Q Israeli naval officers and senior 
ratings will spend 12 weeks each at the 
British fleet training centers of Ports- 
mouth and Chatham acquiring added 
maritime, sea combat and ‘‘fleet man- 
agement’’ know-how. 

The composition of the ad hoc con- 
sortium of Zionist financial and in- 
dustrial magnates who have joined 
forces to raise the money for this un- 
precedented naval power shift is still a 
closely guarded secret. But The SPOT- 
LIGHT has learned that Edgar M. 
Bronfman, Harry Oppenheimer and his 
brother Sir Philip are among its leaders. 


Bronfman, 53, is chairman of giant 
Seagram Company, the world’s largest 
producer of distilled spirits. Harry Op- 
penheimer is chairman and chief ex- 
ecutive officer: of two South African 
megaconglomerates—the Anglo-Ameri- 
can Corporation and De Beers Con- 
solidated Mines—which control and ex- 
ploit the world’s diamond trade. 

While the outcome of these delicate 
negotiations is not yet certain, Israel’s 
drive to buy up Britain’s seapower is aid- 
ed by the perilous financial condition of 
the Thatcher government, which, near 
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DAVID BALL LOOKS ATA... 


FORGOT 


THE 1920s AND 1930s produced three 
leaders of Nationalist governments who have 
gone down in the annals of history, Adolf 
Hitler, Benito Mussolini and General Franco. 
However, there were many other Nationalist 
leaders who never had a chance to govern 
their country, and who consequently are not 
so well known, one of whom was Corneliu 
Zelea Codreanu. 

This young Romanian devoted his life 
to his people from the end of the First 
World War until his murder by the Romanian 
police in 1939. Whilst his historical contri- 
bution was slight, he left to posterity his 
book For My Legionaries, in which he 
outlined his political theories and the story 
of his life. While this might at first be taken 
to indicate a similar approach to Adolf 
Hitler in his Mein Kampf, in fact the 
similarity between the two is slight, just as 
any similarity between the two men is also 
slight. Often dismissed by historians as an 
offshoot of Fascism and Nazism, the 
Legionary Movement had in fact different 
roots, though it shared many of the same 
ideals. Perhaps this is best seen in the very 
name of its movement, The Legion of 
Michael the Archangel, also known as The 
Iron Guard. 

The Legion was essentially Christian in 
nature, and consequently it was anti-Semitic, 
but the Legion traces its roots back to 
another party, The League of Christian 
National Defence, founded in 1923, whereas 
the Legion was founded in 1927. The 
League was also anti-Semitic. 

Why was anti-Semitism such a dominant 
feature of Romanian Nationalism? There 
were two reasons, firstly a huge influx of 
Jewish immigrants into Romania at the 
beginning of this century, and secondly the 
Bolshevik Revolution in Russia, which was 
seen as Jewish-led. Having a common border 
with Russia, Romania very nearly fell to the 
Marxist tide in the early 1920s, and Corneliu 
Codreanu played no small part in stopping 
this tide. 


STUDENT 


He was at the time a student at the 
University of Iasi, which now lies very close 
to the Soviet/Romanian frontier since The 
Soviet Union annexed Bessarabia in 1945. In 
1919 Iasi was in turmoil, with the city 
slowly falling under the influence of a Red 
mob. The University in particular was a 
hotbed of Marxism, but nothing daunted 
Codreanu. In a certain respect he was lucky, 
in that he was backed up by the head of his 
department at University, Professor A. C. 
Cuza, and by his father. Slowly he worked 
on the minds of his fellow students, and 
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CORNELIU CODREANU 


before long they were out on the streets, 
facing the Red mob. Perhaps the greatest 
battle at these times was the occupation of 
the Nicolina railway works, which ended in a 
great victory for Romanian Nationalism and 
a humiliating defeat for the Marxists. 

Professor Cuza played an important role 
in Codreanu’s life, and he helped him to 
formulate his ideas, but unfortunately the 
Professor was too much an academic, and 
although he led the League from its 
foundation, eventually he and Codreanu fell 
out, resulting inthe formation of the Legion. 

Like British Nationalism today, 
Romanian Nationalism had its splits. That 
the League should split up was perhaps made 
all the more tragic by the fact it had already 
won several seats in the Romanian Parliament. 
That it had won seats in only 3 or 4 years 
shows how, given the right chances, it might 
have ruled Romania in time. As it was, the 
split put back the Nationalist cause many 
years, and it wasn’t until 1931 that the 
Legion had its first parliamentary represen- 
tatives — or rather representative, as only 
Codreanu was elected, but under the same 
electoral system as in Britain, not under 
proportional representation, as in Germany. 
Thus seen, his achievement is all the greater. 

Throughout, Codreanu remained very 
much in contact with the people, and did 
not draw back into a small clique to make 
the occasional speech at large rallies. That 
was both his strength and his weakness, his 
strength in that he inspired considerable 
loyalty from his followers, but at the same 
time he failed to devote enough time to 
building up a National Organisation. 


Y Vi ee 


EADER 


His political career was punctuated by 
several periods in jail awaiting trial, but at 
every trial he was acquitted. That he was 
never found guilty amazes me, as in 1924 he 
shot and. killed the prefect of police in [asi, 
Prefect Manciu. The Prefect had been 
responsible for the arrest and torture of 
many young followers of the League earlier 
that year, but even this fails to explain how 
Codreanu should be acquitted. In fact. at his 
trial the jury ended up supporting his action, 
which they demonstrated by wearing the 
party colours, a Romanian tricolour flag 
with a swastika on it. 

The use of a swastika has caused much 
of the talk that the League and the Legion 
were Nazi in nature, but in fact the choice of 
symbol was made independently, and in fact 
the Legion used an iron grid as its symbol. 

Whilst in jail, Codreanu did not have a 
pleasant time, unlike Adolf Hitler who wrote 
Mein Kampf whilst imprisoned. Codreanu 
was often cold, hungry and maltreated, and 
it was his Christian faith that helped him 
through these dark times. This faith was the 
cornerstone of the movement. Indeed, when 
in 1931 he was accused of being an anti- 
Christian in parliament, he defended his 
faith vigorously. 


OPPRESSIVE GOVERNMENT 


Throughout his political life, Codreanu 
faced a similar regime to that in Britain 
today, an oppressive ‘liberal’ government, 


-one that thought everyone should have 


‘liberal’ views,. views imposed by force if 
necessary. They used all the dirty tactics 
they could to prevent the Legion from 
growing, ranging from claiming Codreanu 
had promised to give Germany Transylvania 
in return for financial support from Hitler 
(quite an amazing claim considering Germany 
had: no common border with Romania. In 
fact Hungary eventually seized Transylvania, 
but by then Codreanu was dead) to claiming 
the Legion was printing its own money. 
Twice the Government tried to ban the 
Legion, but in the end there was only one 
way to defeat it, to kill-its leader, Corneliu 
Zelea Codreanu. 

So what effect on the history of the 
world did Codreanu' have? Very little at the 
time, and even if he had got to power, it is 
unlikely that it would have changed much. It 
is hard to see how a Romania under Codreanu 
could have avoided being dragged intothe 
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Our magazine, though it believes in raciat 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the 
politicians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


THE NEW WORLD INFORMATION ORDER 
RONALD RICKCORD looks at a sinister development in UNESCO 


TOWARDS the end of 1980 a conference 
was held behind closed doors in Belgrade by 
the United Nations Educational, Scientific 
and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO). Osten- 
sibly, its purpose was to set international 
standards and codes of practice for news 
broadcasters and journalists; but the real 
intention was to introduce a system that 
would enable the one-worlders of the UN 
to impose global censorship on TV and radio 
broadcasters, newspaper reporters and news 
agencies operating throughout the world, 
and particularly in the so-called ‘Third World’. 

Although UNESCO was supposedly 
created to further world cultural co-operation 
— the advantages of which have yet to be 
demonstrated — it has never confined itself 
to that function. It has, in fact, bécome a 
mighty leviathan that eagerly imposes its 
own internationalist values upon all men, 
whether they like it or not. In essence, it is 
simply another Communist front organis- 
ation which surreptitiously spreads its 
poisonous doctrine wherever it can, but 
mainly among backward peoples living in 
under-developed countries. 

UNESCO has vast financial resources 


A FORGOTTEN LEADER 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Second World War, and the Red Army 
would most likely have invaded Romania as it 
did in 1944 anyway. Perhaps history may 
one day look more kindly at Codreanu and 
his movement. Why not read his book and 
see for youself his unique contribution to 
European political history. It is not a deep 
political work, but reads like an exciting 
adventure story. Forgotten he may be, but 
not by all. 


NAVY BEING SOLD TO ISRAEL 
AT CUT PRICE 


(Contd. from page 13) 


bankruptcy, is reportedly anxious to 
make any deal. 

And since the American taxpayer in- 
variably ends up footing the bill for the 
insatiable Israeli war machine—even if 
the initial funding is raised among 
Zionist fat cats—it seems likely that 
Israel will prove the highest bidder at 
this depressing auction. 


EDITOR’S NOTE: Defence Secretary Nott 
was for 6 years a member of the staff of 
Warburg’s, the Jewish international bankers. 
We do not of course suggest that this 
influenced in any way the decisions referred 
to in this article. 


put at its disposal by Western countries. Its 
budget for 1981 is £102.2 million, £4.5 
million of which is provided by the British 
taxpayer. The Organisation’s 4,500 staff 
come mainly from Communist and Third- 
World countries, though the majority of 
them live and work in the West. Those 
fortunate enough to work for UNESCO are 
very well paid and enjoy avery high standard 
of living that effectively insulates them from 
having to experience the harsh economic 
realities of life currently being felt by many 
of those who live in donor countries like 
Britain. For example, UNESCO’s Senegalese 
Director-General, Amadou Mahtar M’Bow, 
gets an annual tax-free salary of £50,000. 


HIGH LIVING 


The high living of UNESCO’s employees 
was recently criticised by Mr. Elliott Abrams, 
United States Assistant Secretary of State. 
Speaking about the Organisation, he said: 
“There is too much travel, too many confer- 
ences, too much misuse of resources and too 
little cutting of dead wood.” 

In view of this profligate spending and 
extravagant living, it is hardly surprising that 
Western governments took exception when 
UNESCO adopted a resolution to create a 
“new world information order” at the 
Belgrade conference — particularly as the 
resolution went on to urge the world’s mass 
media to “contribute to the strengthening of 


world peace and international understanding, 
to the promotion of human rights afd to 
countering racialism, apartheid and incite- 
ment to war.” The very words used strongly 
suggest that the resolution was drafted in the 
Kremlin; and it goes without saying that 
were the resolution to be adopted inter- 
nationally, it would confer on UNESCO the 
enormous power of being able to censor any 
news items of which it disapproved. 

The most outspoken condemnation of 
the resolution once again came from Mr. 
Elliott Abrams. Speaking in New York he 
accused UNESCO of “lending itself to a 
massive assault on the free flow of infor- 
mation.” He even went so far as to suggest 
that the US might quit the Organisation, 
though this threat will not be taken seriously 


by watchers of the one-world conspirators. 


Like all internationalist organisations, 
UNESCO poses a very real threat to the 
freedom of individuals and sovereign peoples. 
Its blatant attempt to gain worldwide control 
of the news media so that it can distort the 
news to suit its own ends must be strenuously 


. opposed by the Nationalists of all countries. 


Failure to prevent the internationalists 
gaining control of the media will make it 
that much easier for them to achieve their 
diabolical aims. If the British Government 
has any interest in ensuring that the inter- 
national news media reflect the truth, it 
should not only oppose the Belgrade reso- 
lution: it should not pay another penny to 
UNESCO. 
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SIR: Previously, when our party warned 
people of the prospect of race warfare we 
pointed to the Bristol riots and the constant 
occurrence of mugging. Now we have been 
vindicated by more riots all over the coun- 
try and on an unprecedented scale. 

The multi-racialists have tried to place 
the blame for the Southall riots on the pro- 
vocation of skinheads but this was imposs- 
ible in the case of the rioting in Liverpool, 
Manchester, Brixton and other places. 

The fact that should concern us most is 
that much of the rioting was organised by 
militant reds, possibly helped by IRA tac- 
ticians in street warfare. 

It is interesting to note that Maggie 
Thatcher, when she went to Southall to 
speak to the Asian rioters, seemed to put 
more blame on the Whites, who did not 
riot, than the coloureds, who did. 

A.M. LE COMBER 
Ilford, Essex 


SIR: It would be difficult to find a better 
example of the unreality and absurdity 
indulged in by our politicians when speaking 
about immigration than Whitelaw’s exhort- 
ation the other day than we have accepted 
and absorbed immigrants before and can do 
sO again. 

Fancy comparing the massive influx in 
the last 30 years of millions of utterly un- 
assimilable aliens with totally different 
cultures — an influx that has radically 
changed the character of most of our major 
towns — with assimilable immigrants from 
Europe, such as the French Huguenots and 
Flemish weavers, who came here in prev- 
ious centuries and whose cultures were kin- 
dred to ours. A politician who makes such 
a comparison cannot and should not be 
taken seriously. 

I also notice that the ‘Iron Lady’, Mar- 
garet Thatcher, is now accepting orders 
from the Asians. On a visit of hers to South- 
all the Asians apparently demanded that 
she condemn ‘Fascist’ organisations — with 
which order she duly complied. 

It is becoming more and more difficult 
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to find words to describe our utterly repell- 
ent politicians which are suitable to print 
in a reputable magazine. 
H.S. HALL 
Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk 


SIR: This question, put to me recently, I 
am passing on to you, not only because it is 
beyond my limited ability to answer but 
also because I believe it would give you 
much pleasure to do so. 

If the currencies of the world were to 
collapse, as they no doubt will, there will 
be a vaccuum into which will move good or 
evil. The evil will no doubt be instigated 
by the money powers and will be to create 
a debt obligation on the part of all of us, 
both individual and corporate, no doubt at 
a usurious rate of interest. To counter this, 
however, one must be prepared to create 
the good — or, to put it another way, to 
introduce a system not based on usury as a 
means of establishing stability. What would 
this system be? 

My immediate reaction on reading this 
question was that there would surely be no 
difficulty in drafting such a system but to 
implement it one must remember what 
happened to Germany, Italy and Japan 
during and after World War II. Those nat- 
ions who dared to oppose the Czars of Fin- 
ance were destroyed and subjugated. 

HON. O.G. ALLANSON- WINN 
George, C.P., South Africa 


(Editor’s comment: Germany, Italy and 
Japan unfortunately obliged the Czars of 
Finance by making armed attacks on other 
nations and thus provided a pretext for the 
world to be mobilised against them on the 
grounds that they had started aggressive 
wars. We must not make the same mis- 
take) 


SIR: The Reverend Ian Paisley’s recent 
actions in support of the maintenance of 
order in Ulster prompted Mr. Atkins to 
affirm that “nobody must be allowed to 
break the law and get away with it.” 

Perhaps Mr. Paisley has been influenced 
by the sight of uniformed IRA terrorists dis- 
charging firearms at funerals with absolute 
impunity. 

Unless the law can be imposed impart- 
ially, it is only to be expected that the 
Loyalists will organise their own self-def- 
ence as their only effective resistance to 
the sinister manipulations which seem to 
be undermining their future existence. 

R. P. L. MORRIS-JONES 
Burton-on-Trent, Staffs. 


SIR: The articles in the June issue by Mes- 
srs. Hill and Tyndall on nationalist unific- 
ation raise the standard of debate on the 
subject. Both articles read separately 
would convince the reader. However, 


when read together they indicate what is in 
fact the real issue, namely the unification 
of nationalists who are prepared to work 
together constructively, despite ideological 
differences. 

My view is that the majority of cons- 
tructive nationalists are in the New National 
Front and that the number outside is small. 
The old coalition of crank nationalists has 
failed and should be replaced by a new co- 
alition of people prepared to work together 
with the eventual object of governing the 
country. My view is that the only substan- 
tial source of talent capable of providing 
councillors and MPs is the Conservative and 
Labour parties. 

Our task is to win over from the oppo- 
sition people who are unhappy with the pol- 
icies of their respective parties. In this 
regard we must make a great effort to show 
up the sham position of the SDP, which 
poses as a moderate centrist party. 

MICHAEL EASTER 
Sevenoaks, Kent 


SIR: I was interested in your reference last 
month to the National Front youth maga- 
zine Bulldog. 

I am 17 years old and bought a copy of 
this magazine recently in Belfast. I had 
up to that time been quite interested in the 
NF as I supported its stand on Northern Ire- 
land. 

I was disgusted to find Bulldog on about 
the same level as the Dandy or the Beano. 
It was an insult to my intelligence. 

Those who put out this infantile rubbish 
have badly miscalculated my generation. 

Through a friend I acquired a copy of 
Spearhead and was pleased to find that the 
purveyors of this rubbish are not the only 
National Front around. 

A. PORTER 
Belfast 


SIR: I was glad to read your comments in 
last month’s issue in opposition to class 
warfare. 

This is one of the most divisive things 
in society and we want none of it. All 
British Whites must learn to unite against 
our national and racial enemies. Those 
who claim to be trying to unite the British 
people and then preach this poisonous class 
hatred are contradicting themselves. 

PETER GLYNN 
Devizes, Wilts. 


SIR: What on earth has happened to our 
staunch friends and kinsmen, the New Zea- 
landers? I fought alongside Kiwis in the 
war and found them splendid blokes. Now 
I hear that lots of them are going crazy 
trying to stop the South African rugby tour 
of their country and in the process stooping 
to such contemptible tricks as littering the 
playing pitches with broken glass. 

T.D. SCOTT 

London S.W.9 


« 


JENKINS 
The familiar Cheshire cat grin that says: “Once more the British 
people have been conned.” 


IN THE WAKE of the Warrington by-election, which saw the 
emergence of the Social Democrats as a major political 
force in Britain by reason of the twelve thousand-plus vote’ 
obtained by Roy Jenkins, commentators — enthusiastically 
backed by Mr. Jenkins himself — are saying that this result 
points to a radical change in the face of British politics. 

Certainly it may do so if by ‘change’ we are thinking of 
the positions of the respective parties. Undoubtedly, the 
Warrington vote, if projected onto a national level, would 
place the Social Democrats firmly in power and perhaps rel- 
egate Labour to a position of permanent minority party 
status. The SDP would become the main party of the left 
and in alliance with the Liberals might become extremely 
hard to beat. To win back its lost votes, Labour would have 
to ditch its extremist elements and policies — which will 
become ever more unlikely as the remaining moderates 
within the party, scenting seats and jobs for themselves, go 
over to the SDP in droves. 

What will be the reaction of the Tories? Most probably, 
to regain the ground that they have lost to the SDP they will 
travel ever further along the road signposted by the ‘Wets’. 
We use the words ‘ever further’ deliberately because the 
Wets have never really been out of control. On most of the 
issues — the EEC, immigration, law and order, foreign pol- 
icy and defence included — Wet policies have prevailed 


After Warrington 


HOW MUCH 
WILL REALLY 
CHANGE? 


behind much non-Wet rhetoric. In the future probably the 
rhetoric too will be Wet, while the one area in which sub- 
stantial policy change will occur will be the economy — 
with the probable dropping, or at least the modification, of 
“Monetarism’ — always unworkable anyway. 

But in what way will all these shifts in the power of the 
parliamentary parties, and the shifts of stance which they 
may undergo in consequence, fundamentally alter the direc- 
tion that Britain has been taking during the past 30 years? 
The answer is: not at all. 


NO NEW DEPARTURE 


On all the really essential issues that have provided the 
basis for Britain’s post-war failure and decline the Social 
Democrats represent no new departure whatsoever; on the 
contrary, of all the parties they are probably the closest to 
the consensus followed by British politics during that period. 


‘They are internationalist on foreign policy and economic 


policy. They are ‘liberal’ on law and order and onrace. 
They epitomise all the soft and sloppy attitudes which have 
become the hallmark of British political leadership in this 


‘era of imperial surrender. 


Peregrine Worsthorne, writing in the Sunday Telegraph 
on July 19th, said of this consensus: - 


“The cry goes up for consensus leadership of the kind 
which could unite the nation. In the matter of the riots 
that should positively encourage the Government into a’ 
draconian reaction, just as it should have encouraged the 
Government to call a halt to immigration 20 years ago, 
if by uniting the nation is meant pursuing policies which 
enjoy massive popular support. But of course those who 
call for consensus leadership of the kind which could 
unite the nation have something very different in mind: 
policies acceptable to the liberal establishment, power- 
ful sections of which are to be found at the top of all 
political parties.” 


It is precisely such a consensus leadership that is epito- 
mised in the Social Democratic Party, and when comment- 
ators speak of the rise of this party heralding an era of great 
change one is reminded of the old French saying: The more 
things change, the more they stay as they are. 
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THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT held a highly 
successful rally in London on July 15th 
under its ‘Unity ’81° campaign. 

The rally was dedicated to the cause of 
unity among nationalists in Britain and in 
keeping with this invitations were made to 
representatives of numerous nationalist org- 
anisations to speak on the platform. These 
included Mr. John Bean and Mr. Robin May 
of the National Front Constitutional Move- 
ment and Mr. Michael McLoughlin of 
British Movement. Mr. May replied in the 
negative, while no replies were forthcom- 
ing from Messrs. Bean and McLaughlin. 
Invitations were also sent to Messrs. Alvin 
Hanson and Graham John of the old Nation- 
al Front but from neither was there a reply. 

The old National Front indicated its 
commitment to the cause of nationalist 
unity by forbidding its members to attend 
the meeting on threat of expulsion. This 
was far from entirely successful, as a good 
number did attend. 

Two guest speakers to whom invitations 
were made did attend and speak: these 


MORE JOINING N.N.F. 


During the month of July several more 
units of the National Front crossed over to 
the New National Front. 

At a meeting in Blackpool on July 13th 
addressed by NNF National Organiser 
Charles Parker a group of the NNF was off- 
icially inaugurated with Peter Hogan as 
Organiser and Alan Machin as Chairman. 
A substantial part of the membership of the 
old NF has undertaken to support the group 
and this may become a majority. 

During the same week we received 
notification from the Chesham and Amer- 
sham group of the NF in Buckinghamshire 
and the West Wales group of the NF based 
in Cafmarthen that they were coming over 
to the New NF. 

In London we have heard that most of 
the active elements of the NF Waltham 
Forest branch of the NF are now with the 
New NF. Organiser Ron Cousins is now 
going around the area trying to activate 
the many old NF members who have 
dropped out in disillusionment. 

In Reading, Berks, Philip Baker, for- 
mer Organiser of the local NF group has 


joined the New NF and has started to revive » 


the group. He already has 8 old members 
who have agreed to join. 

Just before going to press, we have 
heard that two NF groups in Surrey, the 
Epsom and Leatherhead group and the Red- 
hill and Reigate group are coming over to 
the New NF. 
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were Mr. Keith Thompson of the League of 
St. George and Mr. Ray Hill of British 
Movement. 

The first speech was made by the Editor 
of New Frontier Ronald Rickcord, who said 
that nationalist disunity was tragic at a time 
when marauding gangs of Blacks were bring- 
ing destruction to our cities. Before there 
could be unity, however, there had to be 
leadership and there was no-one better 
qualified for this task than John Tyndall. 

Keith Thompson then spoke of the nec- 
essity for nationalists to put aside policy 
differences and unite on the overriding issue 
of race. 

Ray Hill impressed on the audience that 
unity would not be an easy thing to achieve 
but it was possible in the end. 

Charles Parker of the NNF spoke of the 


- 


JOHN TYNDALL SPEAKS 


Great rally in London 


efforts that he had made to get together 
with the leaders of the NFCM over the past 
year and the failure of those efforts due to 
the latter’s divisive mentality. 

John Tyndall, NNF Chairman and the 
final speaker, reiterated Ronald Rickcord’s 
theme of the tragedy of nationalists quar- 
relling when the people in Britain’s beleag- 
uered racial trouble areas were crying out 
for leadership. He said that he was resolved 
that this disunity would end. There was 
just a small 1 per-cent of small and selfish 
men who stood in the way, he said, and 
these must be isolated. 

The meeting was chaired by David 
Bruce who raised a collection of £336. It 
ended in great enthusiasm among the 200 
people present and it has been followed by 
an upsurge in support for the New NF. 


‘readers of the three Plymouth NNF mem- 


NNF takes Plymouth by 


DEREK MERRY 
ADDRESSES 
THE AUDIENCE 


Plymouth New National Front last 
month staged the biggest public demons- 
tration yet put on’ by the party when they 
held a rally-in the city that,attracted over 
500 people, all from South West England! 

The original plan-was.to hold a march 
through the city but this was banned after 
pressure had been put on the police by left 
wing and Jewish groups. Instead the branch 
held a magnificent outdoor meeting on the 
theme of unemployment among White Brit- 
ish youth. 

There was a fine turn-out of NNF party 
members from all over Devon and Cornwall 
and the activity was assisted by some mem- 
bers of British Movement. In addition 
there was a massive response from ordinary 
local folk, largely young, who had been 
attracted by the branch’s energetic public- 
ity campaign. 

Local Activities Organiser Derek Merry 
in particular worked very hard to make the 
activity a success. He was well backed up 
by Plymouth Branch Organiser Len Bearsford 
Walker and his son David and by Cornish 
stalwarts, Malcolm Swingler and Tom 
Stone, who managed to get nearly 50 peo- 
ple to come up from the Duchy for the 
event. 

The rally was addressed by Len Bears- 
ford Walker and Derek Merry and took place 
in perfect order. The local ANAL tried to 
organise a protest demonstration but this 
was a total flop, attracting less than 100. 

The rally received enormous publicity 
throughout South West England. 


Help these members! 


We take this opportunity to remind our 


A SECTION OF THE 
LARGE CROWD 


bers who received fines and had to pay 
travelling costs as a result of prosecutions 
following a demonstration in London in 
May. The three, Derek Merry, Carl Har- 
rison and Colin Owen, were made out of 
pocket to a total of £136. 

These members have asked us to thank 
all those who have contributed to payment 
of this bill. There is still, however, much 
left to be paid, and contributions will be 
very welcome. Plymouth members have 
done the party proud this month. Let us 
show our appreciation! 

Please mark all donations ‘Plymouth 
Fines’ and send them to: NNF, P.O. Box 
115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 
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Needed: a 
strategy 
and plan 

By EDDY MORRISON 


A LATE, great American patriot, tragically 
murdered before his ideas could come to full 
fruition, once wrote a brilliantly piercing 
article about the path to power for racial 
nationalists. In this he used the analogy of a 
man setting off on a journey from point A 
to point B, his goal. His way led along .a 
winding path littered with dangerous 
obstacles and surrounded on both sides by a 
thick, almost impenetrable jungle full of 
dangerous and .vicious animals, all of them 
intent on stopping him finishing his journey. 

The man knew he could not just start 
off blindly unprepared, meandering blissfully 
ignorant down that path — and finding 
himself lost and destroyed within a few 
miles. He had to be armed and to be 
provisioned and above all he needed a clear 
and concise map of exactly how to get to 
point B. 

His armoury was built up carefully 
before he began the serious attempt to 
achieve his goal at the other side of the 
jungle. He supplied himself with weapons 
with which he knew he could be able to deal 
with whatever the jungle threw against him. 
Similarly, he provisioned himself for the 
long and arduous journey, knowing that he 
could not afford to be caught without food 
and water at any stage, as there was no going 
back. Once he was stopped or got bogged 
down in a morass, he was doomed; nobody 
was about to rescue him. 

His map was clear and showed all the 
pitfalls he was likely to come across. It 
showed him the watering holes, where he 


Send 20p for information pack. 
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could safely rest, and which points were © 


more dangerous than others. And it clearly 
showed him the exact position of point B — 
his target. 

He needed these things: his armoury — 
courage, and the will to persevere through 
adversity; his provisions — the material and 
finance needed to succour him; his map — 
knowledge of where he was going and know- 
ledge of the nature of his enemies. Courage 
and material without knowledge were useless 
to him, as was knowledge and material 
without the will to win through. He needed 
all key elements. 


BEGINNING OF PATH 


The nationalist movement is that man. 
We stand again at the beginning of that path, 
thanks to the blunderings, intentional or 
otherwise of past adventurers, whose bones 
are whitening out there in the political 
desert, or are even now blundering about in 
the jungle, colliding into every obstacle and 
gradually growing weaker, more wild and 
lost until they too must ultimately perish. 

It is time to launch out again on our 
new venture, forewarned and forearmed by 
the knowledge of all our past mistakes. It is 
time to gather the arms and ammunition, the 
transport, the manpower and to start 
equipping them and training them for the 
tasks ahead. And this time we must prepare 
our map, our plan. Not just bits of it but a 
whole that clearly shows the path to power. 
And it is time that each of our organisers has 
his or her own copy of this map — so that 
everyone knows where they are going, and 
no one is tempted to stray from the way, 
fraught with danger as it is. It is time too to 
make sure that every member of our party is 
armed with true knowledge of the nature of 
the beast we face, and that includes the 
people we will pick up on the course of the 
march. 

With knowledge, with a build up of 
material wealth in finance and quality 
personnel, with a clear idea of each stage of 
the path to power and with a firm guide at 
our head commanding allegiance through 
discipline, our new venture must surely win 
through. 


Find out about the New National Front 
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Read NEW FRONTIER 


Voice of the New National Front 


You can obtain single copies of New Frontier 
by paying a subscription of £1.60 for 6 issues 
or £3.20 for 12 issues for subscribers in the 
British Isles. For subscribers overseas the rate 
is £1.80 for 6 issues or £3.60 for 12 issues 
(surface mail). 

If you wish to obtain New Frontier in 
bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.00 + 30p post 
25 copies £2.25 + 87p post 
50 copies £4.00 + £1.43 post 
100 copies £7.00 +£1.73 post 
150 copies £9.75 +£1.90 post 
200 copies £12.00 + £2.05 post 
300 copies £16.50 + £2.35 post 
400 copies £20.00 + £2.55 post 
500 copies £24.50 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £46.00 __) by roadline 
All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to New Frontier, P.O. Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. Please keep orders 
and enquiries for New Frontier totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


Tyndall on tape 


NNF Recordings have produced the 
first of a series of tapes dealing with 
topics of interest to nationalists. On 
this tape are two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall, each lasting 45 minutes. 
The talks are:— 


(1) OUR ANGLO-SAXON HERITAGE. In 
this talk Tyndall speaks of the world- 
wide dispersion of the British peoples 
and their present lack of unity in the 
face of a common threat to their 
survival. He stipulates what the Anglo- 
Saxons must do to recover their once 
pre-eminent poisition. 

BRITAIN’S ECONOMIC CRISIS: In 
this talk Tyndall attacks the policies 
that have made 2 million unemployed 
and outlines the nationalist solution put 
forward by the New National Front. 


(2) 


This tape, entitled Tyndall Speaks, is 
available from NNF Recordings, Box 
115, Hove, Sussex BN3 3SB. Price: 
£3.00 (plus 15p for postage). 
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